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Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARK 
Washington. D.C. SG231 



APPUCATION NUMBER 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED APPLICANT 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



INTERVIEW SUMMARY 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) ^ cLiL^ : (3)_ 

(2) (lA.^.t>O^^SL [ (4)_ 



Date of Interview, 



EXAMINER 



To 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



DATE MAILED: 



^1 



Type: '^Telephonic □ Televideo Conference ^^^ersonal (copy is given to □ applicant S applicant's representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: □ Yes □ No If yes, brief description: 



Agreement D was reached. ^Swas not reached. 
Claim(s) discussed: 



Identification of prior art discussed: . 



Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments:. 



7^, 




( AhjiJrdesci^^ and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable 

must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be 
attached.) 



□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. 



Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary, A FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office 
action has are ready been filed. APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form. 



FORM PTOL-413 (REV 2-98) 



- CO 'MahuirdfPai ht Examl^^^ n 7^^04 Substance of Interview must Be Made of Record 

Except as otherwise prdvided, a complete written statement as to the substanfce'^f,aQy_face-to-face or telephone interview with regard to an application must be 
made of record in the application, w hether or not an agreement with the examtrier was reached at the Inten/iew. 

(b) In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the 
interview as warranting favoiBble action must be fiiesi by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 .111 
and 1.135. (35U.S.C. 132). 

4.i^.3usinessJo.be'tnansictedJn'^riting,.Allibusin with the Patent or Trademari< Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of 
applicants or their attorneys or agents a^the Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The-action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively 
on the written record-iri jhejOffipe, No ;atteii\ion will be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or 

tfie actidnof tfie Patent WdTr^a'deiriarVOfflcg^ca be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record Is itself incomplete through the failure 
to record the subsfeince of interviews. \ \ 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless the examiner indicates 
■ he or she will do so. It is the exartfiKer'^.f^'ponsifiifify to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies which bear directly on the question of 
patentability. ^ : . ■. / ; '"f^J^mMUS-'N^I^fiST'M 

Examiners must complete a two-sheet carbon inlerieaf Interview Summary Form for each interview held after January 1, 1978 where a matter of substance fias 
been discussed during the inten^iew by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the^blariksjn^rie^^^ usjrig^a bsUj goint pen..g^^ 

only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction requirements for which inten^lew re^ltiationl'sMtherwIsfefMfov^ P^^rit 
Examining Procedure, pointing out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the lilte, or resulting in an examiner's amendmerit that fMlly, isets forth 
the agreement are excluded from the inten^iew recordation procedures below. (C) ^'vvj3o • ■ 

The Interview Summary£grm shall be given an appropriate paper number, pjaced in the right hand portion of the file, and lisfed pn.t^^"ContentsT lik on the fite 
wrapper,-ln a personal4nterview, the duplicate copy ottheFormis removed and given4o the-applk^nt {or-attomey or: agentVatttre^coricTt^ionrofA^^ 



case ot a telephonic imeryiew.-thexooy is-mailed-to-the-appiicant^s correspondence. address -eitherjyit to the qe.xLpff'Cial^ppmmunication. . 

. . :......^„„; JZrffirL XS, tc vJeO 

The Form provides for recordation of the following infonmation: 
Application Numtj^f^the^aeg^jiQatto^ oi ria^'lD ai y :io:s wsnoi^^i^i?^ Aoasi^- o^br :?:-oVi* -inoKq^;::;^^ ■ .fj 



-Name of applicant 

-Name of examiner . . i^ - ,^ 

— Date^f interview \ _ . .;^t>' . 'r-^^yi. snc - 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

jzNarpe Ptparttcipant{s))Ja{)p|.ica^^ . ^ 

-An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 
-An identification of the claims discussed 
-An identification of the specific prior art discussed 
-An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the^agreement (may be by attachment of a copy 
of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). (Agreements as to allowability are tentativeand ?ib^no^rgstrict^^ by the.eiaminej^ tathe 



The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview . ^} ^^ - \. ■ ^ • -i- 

--Names ofotherPatent-and-Trademari< Office personnel present. — —-^ : f^r:^^ rii^^-tr.: .:jt^'VM!:j?io rf> ^oiiq iO r'Q 

The Fonm also contains a statement reminding the appiicant of his responsibility to record the^substan<^ oMhe inter^^^^ 

It is desireable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his^ obligation to record the substance of the interview in eaclj case unless both applicant and 
examiner agree 4hat the examiner will re&16*same7 Whefe^tHe exaflftfiier'a^('ees to''re in1e'rView;''6V wheK ]t ls adei^^ 

Form or in an attachment to thej^orm, the examiner should check a box.at the bottom of the Fonnjnforming the applicant that he need not supplement the Form by 
submitting a separate record-of^he sfib^tance^f Ube tntewfeeswr^^^^^''^^^' ^-^'V. %^,T^'t^,^>r^r?? JJ^^ ^i^yy?'!"^:^ 



It should be noted, however, that the Inten/iew Summary Form wtl 
or is^supplemented t>v-the%ppl[c€wl,pt4te 



viti not normally be considered acpmpiete and proper recordation of the interview unless it includes, 
Sjliof'ther^DplJcaibld ooncemin^e^siiBs'to oBbQriDteryie}*^:^ > 



A^SOlStefe^Q^^ft^f*®^ rec^i^tion of the^^b^ihce of ^n^ inte^i^>w^shgujdjr^^^^ the^oil^tig agpHcable^iter^^ v:r\ t,/ . ^'v^c^j.^-^- 
'lVAbriifdescilption oTthe r ~" ^ V ; , ^ 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, c> vV wv v ( - v 

.j3)-anjderttifi&tiorf.^sf^c.prio^}d^^^ I'^.r'..,..:.^^^ -^^^^ 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on-th^lnteryiejw^Si^^^^ 

'f^??^'?^9*???R!§^^;^^^ll^^5^i0e0io^/ DOi'^aH 1^^^; =^>.- nc;ri.v -.k ^ N ^i^^^r't-mi^ tirft fO voce a bnf5%vi.>c;;^^^^an .noi;'\^^'.^9^ "^l:::! ^ ; 

5) a briefJdentificmipr|,of the generjal thmst qftjiejprincig^aJ.afgumepts pr^^^ the;ej^mjne£..TheJd,eri^^^^^^ be;,leng^t^y^f 
elatwrafe' A^vefel^^ detailed 1&lcripti6n of tf^^^ is hot required! ITieldentif ication of li sufficient if the gehefar nature' 

or thnjst of the principal arguments made to the examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desirie to" ' ■ 
emphasize and fully describe those arguments whicfi fi.e feels were or rnight be per^^iasiye tp the exar^ »^ . > . * . ; ' 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent md:tters disc'ussecT; afid ' " ^- c ■ * ' - = ' • ' ' ' • ^ ' - 



7) if ^4pprc)pj^te.-|he-generail resujts orj.04jcome^o||^Jnteiyi !?pn^P*®*®^,^yfe^|^?n',"^.?fr -jj^c;;. • 

Examine Sre 4S0fecte<l't6ca^ 

applicant oneff morith f hSri^thi ^ate hotltfyin^T^tter'i^S5>^^ 'replf and Thereby awitf abariddnrhent-bf^the CFR -1 135(6)0;^'' ^ ' • ^ ^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

i Applicant's summary of what took place at the interview should be carefully cheK*^ ;U>-determinie ;ttiereccu(^cy: of any argument or staterTrent:-$ttri.bute^ :toJh6 
examiner during the interview. If there is an inaccuracy and it t)ears directly on the question of patentability, it should be pointed out in the next Office letter. If the 
claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth his or her version of the statement attributed to him. If the record is 
complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication Interview record OK" on the paiper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and 
the examiner's initials. ^ \N 



